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Subject of Review: The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) administers 15 domestic food and 
nutrition assistance programs that together serve one in four Americans at some point 
during the year. The five largest programs—Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program (SNAP, formerly the Food Stamp Program), Special Supplemental Nutrition 
Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC), National School Lunch Program 
(NSLP), School Breakfast Program (SBP), and Child and Adult Care Food Program 
(CACFP)—accounted for 96 percent of USDA’s expenditures for food and nutrition 
assistance in 2010. These programs form a nutritional safety net for millions of 
children and low-income adults, a role that is especially important when the economy 
falters and many Americans lose jobs and income.   As means-tested programs, these 
food and nutrition assistance programs are intrinsically linked to the economy. 
However, changes in program participation in response to economic conditions vary 
markedly across these programs. This report presents an analysis of the relationship 
between economic conditions and participation in each of these food and nutrition 
assistance programs.   
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